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2/25/70 

Deer Howard, 

Your fat envelope postmarked 23 arrived. 

2/18 to Dick: Lets wait until yout slides of 399 sre back. 1*11 not 
likely went slides. I pian to make new pictures of my own. But I will want to see. 
I’m sorry if I forgot to send a set of my Bishop motes to Dick. In my own time 
and way, I will be applying a little intellectual Judo with B^ghop as the aggres- 
sive force and will keep you both informed. My panel letter’, thus far I’ve heard 
from only Fisher. Because of my scant suply of special paper, I did not make a xaqy 
copy for anyone but Paul, who can copy cheapest. Dick will send you one. I am del^ 
ing my response, but I do like his letter. The machine to which I took this end 
other things for copying broke immediately, so I couldn’t do it then. Sorry for 
tne trouble this made for you. I asked you because you can Thermo fax for 2<f 0 

2/8-ypur comment on my Bishop notes (I*m reading and repkying in a 
simgle operation, so some of my observations may be premature. If you plan writ- 
ing about Bishop at all, 1 simply must tell you of my spontaneous "Night In the 
Life of Jim Bishop", written on camera 10/66. Maybe 9/66. For them moment it is 
sufficient for you to know he knew better. I have the reports on the Connelly frag- 
ments getting to the police.. ..My standing caution on Tink. If there was a frag- 
ment removal from the chest, as cleansing alone might nave accomplished, there 
remained on to be recorded in post -operative X-rays ordered by Shires, Ihis is 
in WW. I believe, from memory, the citation is 6H111. If you want to go into LH0 f s 
clothes, make notes and take it up when you are here again. 'This fiction csused 
a considerable amount of foolish improvisation by the police. They’d have been 
clobbered on this had there been a court case. Your comment on 410 is within reason 
but, in my opinion, not within probability. However, if you want to find another 
significance! reread my handling of the S'ibertSO’Neill report in mi. I suggest 
holding off on writing Bishop until I do other things first. You’ll know when I do. 
If we have to refer to this again, I’m filing under Bishop. I would suggest you 
ask before doing anything with whst is in my memo, for 1 may have other things in 
mind. 

My returned memo on the N.O. transcripts, these two thiings: this morniig 
I sent the tianscripts themselves to Koch, who will be spreading them around as 
people ask. I doubt if they are worth your time. But they will be available. Also, 

I am not at all confident these sre the only transcripts the office got. That was 
one of the reasons for the- list to them. There was a considerable problem round- 
ing them, up for copying for me. At some point, if they do not think oi it them- 
selves, I’ll suggest that they consult the court reporter’s bill, which should 
tell them which tney have. 

2/16 to me: camera shutter: these are not made for intensive copying. 
I*ve ruined one that way. They can be used, naturally, for taking pictures, but 
tney will not hold up to a solid day of use, for example. 

MacNeil and Allman ; it has yest to be established that this was Osw&ld. 
I’ll Slow you what x have from Mac^eil on this whei you are hers. Ask yourselteexx 
if the lawyers would not have used something better than Baker if they could, or 
if they would not have stretched him more than tbey did, had they dared. 

I do not have "Lee". Robert is a fink. fi e was bought within a week, 
and I have the suppressed proof dbf it. Perhaps someone will come accross a 
remaindered copy some day and send it to me...**^hat he din to his brother is little 
to what he did to hi 3 mother. Remember the biblical injunction... 

2/18, to me. The question you pose about whether Specter could have com- 
mitted a crime is more complicated than you seem to realize, for this was not in a 
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court of law* The lawyer is always an agent of the court, but is he in such a 
proceeding? You also must consider whether he jurged himself of responsibility 
by reporting it, say to Rankin* I doubt if any lawyer csn give you an unequivocal 
answer. It is not x uncommon for lawyers to adduce diametretically op: osits 
testimony from witnesses* here you have to consider whether each is sincerely 
and honestly repeating his observations or opinions, which would eliminate perjury, 

1 think, and get into the area of human error. &re you lily-gilding? I have 
already established that he, consciously, adduced perjurious testimony. This 
is a crime. No w if he led Shaneyfelt into giving testimony he knew to be per- 
jrioua, th|t is a crime. But remember all the conditions you would have to meet: 
that Specter knew better than his expert, that he deliberately led his expert 
to lie about a material thing under oath, that S did, in fact, lie, and not merely 
got ambiguous, etc. If one establishes Specter committing a crime, you still have 
the mouse problem, how the hell do you get the bell on the cat? vvho is going 
to prosecute him? My solution was to challenge him to sue me for libel when I 
published these charges againsthhim. I encourage you to hold off on any public 
accusations of any kind, against Specter or anyone else, until Dick and I, at the 
least, have had a chance to go over them and toen, if we feel you may be on 
solid ground, until after you take this up with your father and his lawyer, for 
he is legally responsible for you. 

2/18, with 2/2 to iloritz and his 2/10 response: On ths comtrary, this is 
a very significant letter. Think of what transpired between your letter to him 
and this response. Like me and DJ. ' 

2/23, to me. I have no immediate need for any of these pictures, but 
if and when you make copies, I’d like one of each. I think the position of the 
hole 83 measured oirx the cadaver should he more clearly marked on your patient 
dad’s back and that you here have duplicated only half of what * have told you. 

The other half is the same thing either erect or sitting. The pictures ere enclosed 

2/19, memo " Autopsy Measurements of JFK Beck Wound”. One major omission 
is what x have earlier called to your attention: the lengths of the respective 
necks. I think this can be a material variation. Second, you should, at toe very 
least, have cocked the head to the left also, unless you know the position at 
thetime of measurement. Or did you without telling me? Possibly the cast of the 
shoulders could also be significane, say an inch or so. tod whether or not eitfcher 
was raised or lowered. Remember waat the radiologist witn whom I consulted about 
this told me: the scapula is the lcetingest bone in the body. To a degree you 
have compensated by us$ng a shorter measurement, but this, in turn, can cause 
a different distortion. I now see you did make the marks ± suggested, but they 
do not snow in the pictures. Let me make this suggestion if you do this again, 
one that comes to mind immediately: use s notebook-paper reinforcement, with the 
hole of the doughnut centered over the spot. With the hair on your dad’s back, 
this will show (if it sticks), tod I thinkthe measurements are greater than would 
he typical. I think by a third, anyway. 

New we are heregetting into & ticklish area, and I think it best thfct 
we discuss it. 7/hat you are doing is duplicating my work. Under some considerations 
this is fine and proper. However, if it is for any use* it may not b©» One is that, 
because the only known work in this area is so besmudged with the most egregious • 
error (Sorman’s), it causes no concern. I am extremely anxious not to attract 
any unnecessary attention to the much more solid work I’ve completed and to what I 
am still working on in the same area. Therefore, for the moment, I want you not 
to have anyone but Rick in on this. If you recall what I showed you on your second 
visit in addition to what I showed you the first, you should recall two things! 
progress and new leads toi be followed. I am working on these, 8E best I cen. I 
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also plan otner, besides public, uses, and there, too, ^ want unanticipated* One, 
as you know, is in court (the dTraft of the fir.it complaint is done, but it does 
not deal with this and is incomplete). Then, of course, there is the use in my 
own writing, mfrom which I do not went the edge removed. 




It is a relatively simple matter to duplicate the work of others in 
non-fiction. But, unauthorized, it is wrong, morally I suggest being more im- 
portantly than legally, Y ou are partially familiar with the problem of Nichols 
and the impending harm plus damage. Collaborators working in the same filed 
should help each other, to help achieve a common end, to help with each other’s 
unaer standing, to facilitate the acquisition of more information, Butw when one 
begins tne use of the material of others, the situation changes to that of 
counter-productivity. Then each collaborator asks himself, consciously, sub- 
consciously but necessarily can I safely do this? Should I? You see where this 
leads? How it inter fers with work? 



If you are not careful, you will find yourself in Tink’s position, and 
that you must 8 void. There is an enormous amount of work to be done in this field. 
There is, likewise, an enormous amount of duplication, much not svlidable. How- 
ever, each should seek to stick to his own, toemphasize his own, not± tc rephrase 
or duplicate thet of others. 

Pme of the possible non -publication hazards may be the. ordering of new 
399 base pictures. This may attract enough attention to what x have been seeking 
to accomplish for several yeers to frustrate it. Or, it may get the Archives to 
the point where they say they have enough pictures and will take no more-use what 
we have— as they have dens witn me on th shirt, 1 thin£, ^iso, that you should 
assume the requests seme of us make are carefully gone over by these whose in- 
terests ar8 not scholarly and whose knowledge of tne fact oi tae case and evidence 
is not at all amateur. x £iis makes it tough enough, -^ave you any immediate need 
for these pictures? It is two months since I asked them about this and have yot 
yo get an answer. Y ou think this is accidental? I do not. Same on shirt-slit 
enlargements. I am persuaded my work here is solid and I think it should be left 
alone until I have finished with it, in both cases. x n fact, in all the cases 
I showed you. 

I've gotta get to other things. Thanks for the mailings. If you have 
any auestions about the above, why not take it up with DicK« He is cusy at the 
moment, but none of it is of instant urgency. In time he'll be able to impend* 

Best regards. 
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Deer Howard, 

Your fat envelope postmarked 23 arrived# 

2/18 to Dick: Lets wait until yout slides of 393 ere bock. I’ll not 
likely want slides# 1 plan to make new pictures of my own* But I wilL wont to see# 

I •m sorry if I forgot to send e Bet of my Bishop motes to in my own time 

end way, I will be ap;lying e little intellectual Judo with ^ishop as the aggres- 
sive force end will keep yuu both informed# Uy panel letter'* thus far I’ve beard 
from only Ficher. Because of my scent euply of special paper, I did not make a sany 
copy for anyone but Paul, who can copy cueapest# Dick will send you one. I am delay 
ing my response, but I do like bis letter# The machine to which I took this end 
other things for copying broke immediately, so I couldn’t do it then. Sorry for 
tne trouble this m 3 de for you. I asked you because you can Thermofax for 2## 

2/8-ypur comment on my Bishop notes (I’m reading end repkying in a 
single operation, so some of my observations may be premature. If you plan writ- 
ing about Bishop at all, I simply must tell you of my spontaneous "Night In the 
Life of Jim Bishop", written on camera 10/60. Maybe 9/66. For them moment it is 
sufficient for you to know he knew better# I have tne reports on the Connelly frag- 
ments getting to tne police# #..&y standing caution on Tink. If there was e frag- 
ment removal from tne cnest, 03 cleansing alone might nave accomplished, there 
remained on to be recorded in post -operetive X-rays ordered by Shires, *^13 is 
in WW. I believe, fro 1 memory, the citation is 6H111. If you want to go into LHO’e 
clothes, make notes and take It up when you are here again. Tais fiction caused 
a considerable amount of foolish improvisation by the police. They’d have been 
clobbered on tais Laa tnere been a court case# Your comment on 410 is within reason 
but, in my opinion, not within probability. However, if you went to find another 
significance! reread ray handling of the filbert*) ’He ill report in '•’WII. I suggest 
holding off on writing Bishop until I do other things first. You’ll know when I do. 
If we have to refer to this again, I’m filing under Bishop. I would suggest you 
ask before doing anything with whet ia in my memo, for x may have other things in 
mind# 

aly returned memo on the N#0# transcripts, these two thiingss this morniig 
I sent the fctenscripts themselves to Hoch, who will be spreading them around ee 
people ask. I doubt if they are worth your time. But they will be available. Also, 

I am not at all confident taese are the only transcripts the ofilce got. Tnat was 
one of tne reasons for the liBt to them. There was a considerable problem round- 
ing them up for copying for me. At some point, if toey do n-»t think of it them- 
selves, I f ll suggest that they consult the court reporter’s bill, which should 
tell them which taey neve. 

2/16 to me: camera shutter: these are not made for intensive copying# 
I’ve ruined one that way# They can be used, naturally, for taking pictures, but 
tuey will not hold up to 0 solid day of use, for example. 

ViacNeil ana Allman* it hes yeat to be established that this was Oswald. 
I’ll s.ow you what x have from Mac^eil on this when you ere here. Ask yourselffcsxx 
if the lawyers would not have used something better than Baker if they could, or 
if they would not have stretched him more than they did, hsd they dared. 

I do not have "Lee"# Robert is a fink. wes bought within a week, 
and I have the suppressed proof if it. Perhaps someone will come accross a 
remaindered copy some day and send it to tne##..V/hat he did to his brother is little 
to what he did to his mother. Remember the biblical injunction... 
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court of law. The lawyer is always an egent of the court, but is he in such a 
proceeding? You also must consider whether he jurged himeelf of responsibility 
by reporting it, say to Rankin. I doubt if any lawyer can give you an unequivocal 
answer. It Is not x uncommon for lawyers to adduce dlametreticelly op osite 
testimony from witnesses. &ere you have to consider whether eeca is sincerely 
end honestly repeating nis observations or opinions, which would eliminate perjury, 
1 think, and get into the 8ree of human error. Ape you lily-gilding? I have 
already established that he, consciously, adduced perjurious testimony. T]ii a 
is a crime. Now if he led Shaneyfelt into giving testimony ne knew to be per- 
jrious, thgt is a crime. But remember all the conditions you would have to meet: 
toat Specter knew tetter than his expert, that he deliberately led his expert 
to lie about a materiel thing under oath, that S did, in fact, lie, and not merely 
get ambiguous, etc. If one establishes Specter committing a crime, you still teve 
tee mouse problem, how the hell do 70U get the bell on the cat? V,ho is going 
to prosecute him? My solution was to challenge him to sus me for libel when I 
published these charges egeiristhhim. I encourage you to hold otff on any public 
accusations of any kind, against Specter or anyone ‘rise, until lick and I, at the 
least, have had a chance to go over them and teen, if we feel you may be on 
solid ground, until after you take this up with your father and hi 3 lawyer, for 
he is legally responsible for you. 

2/18, with 2/2 to Jdoritz and his 2/10 response: On the contrary, this id 
a very significant letter. ThlnJc 0 f what transpired between your letter to him 
and this response. Like me and DJ. 



2/23, to me. I have no immediate need for any of these rictures, but 
If end when you make copies, I *d like one of each. I think the position of tbs 
hole 8 3 measured on* the cadaver should be more clearly marked on your patient 
dad's back end that you here hove duplicated only half of whet x have told you. 

The other half is the same thing either erect or sitting. The pictures ore enclosed 



2/19, nemo "Autopsy ^asurenents of J?K Back TTound”. Cne major omission 
is whet ^ have earlier called to your attention: the lengths of the respective 
necks. I think this can be a material variation. Second, you should, et the very 
least, have cocked the head to the left also, unles ? you know the position at 
thetime of measurement. Cr did you wiuicut telling me? Possibly the cast of the 
shoulders could also be significcne, say an inch cr so. Ana whether or not eitthar 
was reised or lowered. Remember woet the radiologist vita whom 1 consulted about 
thi9 told mo • the scapula ia the lostingest bone in the body. To a degree you 
have compensated by using e snorter measurement, but this, in turn, can cause 
a different distortion. I now see you did make the marks 1 suggested, but they 
do not show in tne pictures. Let me make this ouggeetion if you do this again, 
one tnat comes tc mind immediately : use a notebook-paper reinforcement, with the 
hole of the doughnut centered over tne spot, ^iththe hair on your dad's bock, 
this will show (if it sticks). And I thinkthe measurements ore greater than would 
be typical. I think by a third, anyway. 



New we are heregetting into a ticklish area, arri I think it best thAt 
wo discuss it. 'Vhst you are doing is duplicating my work. Under seme considerations 
this is fine and proper. However, if it is for any use, it may not be. One Is that, 
because the only known work in this area is so besmudged with the most egregious 
error (£ormsn f s), it causes no concern. I am extremely anxious not to attract 
any unnecessary attention to tae much more solid work I've completed and to what I 
era still working on in the some area. Therefore, for tae moment, a want you not 
to have anyone but flick ia on tais. If you recall what I showed you on your second 
visit in addition to waot I showed you tae first, you should recall two thingsL 
progress and now leads to* be fallowed. I am working on those, ae best I cen. I 






el 30 plea otu6r, besides public, usee, end tuore, too, went unanticipated. One, 
es you know, is in court (the draft of tee firtt complaint is done, but it dees 
not deal with this and ia incomplete). Then, of course, there is the use in ny 
own writing, mfrom which I do not wont the edge removed. 

It is a reletively simple natter to duplicate tie work of others in 
non-fiction. But, unauthorized, it is wrong, morally I suggest being more Im- 
portantly than legally. *ou ore psrtislly familiar with the problem of Nichols 
end the impending horn plus iianege. Collaborators working ir. the same filed 
should help each other, to help echieve a common end, to help with each other's 
understanding, to faciliteta the acquisition of more information. Butw w&en one 
begins tae use of the material of others, tae situation changes to tnet of 
counter— produc tivi ty. Than each collaborator 03ks uinself, consciously, sub- 
consciously but cecoea&rily can 1 safely do tala? Should I? You eec where this 
leads? how it interfers with vork? 

If you are not careful, you will find yourself in Tink’s position, end 
tnet you must avoid. There ia an enormous amount of work to be done in this Held. 
There is, likewise, an enormous amount of duplication, much not avlldable. How- 
ever, each should seek to stick to his? own, tcemphesize his own, not! to rephrase 
or duplicete tnat cf others. 

Tme of the possible non-publication, hazards may ta tae ordering of new 
399 base pictures. This nay ettrect enough ettention to what x hsve been seeking 
to accomplish for several yenrs to frustrate it. Or, it mey get the Archives to 
tho point ".’here they soy they heve enough pictures end Till take no more-use whet 
we huve-as they have done with me on th shirt. I think, also, that you should 
assume trie reoue.ts sene of up make ere carefully gone over by those whose in- 
terests are cot sccolorly and whose knowledge of tae fact cf tae c»Be and evidance 
ia not at ell amateur. £ nia makes it tough enough. n ave you any irredifate need 
for these r.ieUires? it is two months since I asked tnem ebout tuie and ^ have yet 
yo get an answer. *ou think this ia accidental? I do not. ?-amn on shirt-slit 
enlargements. I am persuaded my work nare is solid and I tnink it suould be left 
alone until 1 have finiened wita it, in both cease. A n fact, ia sll the cases 
1 stowed you. 

I’ve gotta get to other things. Thanks for tne tneilinga. If you h^ve 
any queetlona ebout the above, why net take it up with Dick? He is busy at the 
moment, tut none of it ia of Instant urgency. In time he'll be able to r> pond. 



Best regards. 



